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an extremely important topic, and that 
topic is energy. Energy is normally not 
a high-priority issue for most members 
of the public, and, in fact, for many 
Members of this Congress. 

Nevertheless, it is one of the most 
important issues that we deal with, 
and that becomes apparent every time 
we have a shortage of energy. Prices 
rise and then we have a major eco-
nomic impact. 

Mr. Speaker, in fact, energy is so im-
portant that the last three recessions 
that this country has experienced have 
followed immediately upon shortages 
of energy and an increase in energy 
prices, and there is some concern that 
that might happen if we do not correct 
the current energy shortage. 

There are many aspects to discuss re-
garding energy, and tonight we will be 
joined by the gentlewoman from West 
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) and the gentle-
woman from New Mexico (Mrs. WIL-
SON). 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from West Virginia (Mrs. 
CAPITO). 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. EHLERS) for yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, tonight we are going to 
talk about the energy problem across 
America, and we are going to talk 
about some solutions and some ways 
that I think we can look to the future 
to try to solve some of the problems. 

Mr. Speaker, the energy crisis in 
California has been devastating com-
munities across the western United 
States, and its effects are being felt 
across many industries. Our Nation has 
been blessed with an abundance of nat-
ural resources from which our energy 
can be produced. 

Mr. Speaker, I feel that this unfortu-
nate situation in California is one that 
need not be repeated, and we must 
work to ensure this. 

At a time when we have the tech-
nology to produce energy in a much 
cleaner, more efficient way, we should 
be devising the long-term solutions to 
help prevent situations like the one in 
California from occurring again. 

We are seeing the prices of services 
rise as the funds to pay for these serv-
ices are depleting. Today, it costs more 
to operate businesses, drive our cars; 
and in West Virginia, the cost of cool-
ing and heating our homes is rising. 

Unfortunately, the demand for more 
energy is not decreasing, and compa-
nies are being forced to close, vital 
members of our Nation’s workforce are 
losing their jobs. 

With California’s economy rep-
resenting 13 percent of the total U.S. 
Gross Domestic Product, it cannot sur-
vive under these conditions; and unfor-
tunately, a poorly thought out deregu-
lation plan has severely damaged the 
world’s sixth largest economy. 

Mr. Speaker, in my home State of 
West Virginia, we have an abundance 

of coal and natural gas; but many of 
these resources have lain asleep, un-
tapped, due partly in effect of the over-
ly restrictive regulations that have 
prevented the extraction, the produc-
tion and transportation of these 
sources of energy. 

Today, many of these resources could 
serve as a lifeboat to our friends in the 
West if only we had recognized these 
sources’ potential contributions and 
had been wise stewards of them. 

But a decade of ignoring our domes-
tic sources of energy and stifling en-
ergy production has unfortunately left 
some classrooms in the dark, some 
businesses offline, and some local in-
frastructures paralyzed. But this is not 
a hopeless situation, and that is why 
we are talking about it tonight. 

This country can chart a new course 
for the history books, one that includes 
a natural energy policy that utilizes 
our domestic resources and promotes 
speedy, efficient, and environmentally- 
sound production of energy. We can do 
this at the same time by instituting 
meaningful means of conservation of 
our precious energy resources. 

I look forward to working with the 
rest of Congress in developing the 
smart plan for our future, and I thank 
the gentleman from Michigan for en-
gaging in this conversation. 

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to the 
role that West Virginia will play in the 
development of a comprehensive en-
ergy plan for our Nation. I think West 
Virginia’s abundant resources can be 
used effectively, can be burned envi-
ronmentally in a cleaner fashion; and 
it can give us, I think, a good baseline 
of the energy production that we des-
perately need in this country. I look 
forward to working with the gentleman 
to try to solve this problem. 

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman from West Virginia 
(Mrs. CAPITO) for her comments; and 
obviously, she is referring principally 
to the sources of coal in West Virginia 
I assume, and one of the big problems, 
of course, is clean coal technology. 

We have to recognize, although coal 
has some drawbacks, it also is the larg-
est supply of fossil fuels we have in this 
country by far; and in fact, that is true 
worldwide as well. 

If we do not do the research and de-
velop clean methods of burning coal or 
using it in other ways, we are going to 
be behind the 8-ball fairly soon, be-
cause the supplies of oil and natural 
gas are much shorter; and, further-
more, natural gas is useful for so many 
other purposes, particularly as a feed-
stock in the petrochemical industry; 
and coal is, by far, the better source of 
energy than natural gas. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the com-
ments of the gentlewoman and thank 
her for taking the time to join us in 
this Special Order. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from New Mexico (Mrs. WIL-
SON). 

Mrs. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Michigan, and I 
was very pleased to be asked by the 
gentleman from Michigan to join him 
tonight to talk about America’s energy 
policy and where we need to go and 
what should be the priorities of this 
Congress. 

I was very pleased that the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission earlier 
this week put out a new order to a new 
rule about the way they regulate com-
panies that had a price mitigation 
strategy in it. And for the West I think 
it will provide some immediate relief 
in California and also other western 
States without putting on price caps 
which have been called for by some in 
the House and, before this order came 
out, some in the Senate. 

I think that that order will also help 
move this Congress away from a dis-
cussion of short-term Band-Aid solu-
tions in California, to the long-term 
issues and solutions and strategies that 
we need to address our energy future. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take 
some time this evening to talk about 
the current energy crunch and our so-
lutions for the long term for a very 
broad and balanced approach to energy 
policy. 

Mr. Speaker, the electric bills that 
all of us have been receiving in the 
mail for electricity and also for natural 
gas have been hurting everyone. We 
need that electricity and that gas to 
heat our homes, to cook our food; and 
it is especially hurting folks on low in-
comes. 

I was very pleased also that this 
House passed additional assistance for 
the Low-Income Home Energy Assist-
ance Program and cooling needs for 
those on low incomes. Most of us do 
not think about energy until it be-
comes a problem. 

We have not had a natural energy 
policy in this country for over a decade 
and arguably for 2 decades. We are 
more dependent on foreign oil today 
than we were at the height of the en-
ergy crisis in the 1970s. 

Fifty-five percent of our oil is im-
ported primarily from the Middle East, 
making us dependent on foreign gov-
ernments, many of whom are not our 
friends. 

California expanded its consumption 
of electricity over the last decade by 
some 10,000 megawatts of power while 
it only built 800 megawatts of power 
plants. Now, I do not understand 
megawatts very well, but think about 
it this way: if your kids become teen-
agers and they start drinking 10,000 
gallons more milk a year, which is 
probably about right, and you only 
bought 800 more gallons to put in the 
fridge, you would have a problem. 

b 2215 

California created for itself a prob-
lem. They did not plan. They ignored 
the growth of California’s economy and 
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its population, and Californians are 
paying a very heavy price. 

America needs reliable, affordable, 
clean energy to support our expanding 
economy, our growing population, and 
our rising standard of living. When we 
flick the switch, the light should go on. 
When we go to work, we should have 
the energy to produce the goods and 
services for our growing economy. 
When we fill up at the gas station, the 
price should be reasonable, and it 
should not be set by a foreign dictator. 
And when we come home, we should be 
able to enjoy clean water, clean air, 
and clean land with our families. 

The energy crunch we face today is 
one made yesterday, and it will not be 
solved today or even tomorrow. We are 
not going to be able to fix this in a day. 
And while there are some things that 
we can and should do to give ourselves 
some immediate short-term relief, it is 
more important to get the long-term 
policies right so that we never get into 
this situation again. I do not believe 
that Band-Aids are answers, and some 
of the quick fixes that we have heard 
bandied about in Washington do more 
harm than good. It is long past time to 
have a balanced, long-term approach to 
make sure that we have a safe and sta-
ble supply of energy for the long term. 

Now, I come from New Mexico. New 
Mexico is an energy producing State. 
We produce oil and natural gas, we 
have some of the country’s largest re-
serves of uranium, and we have coal 
fields. Last year oil and gas alone pro-
duced about $2.6 billion worth of prod-
ucts to light our homes and run our in-
dustries. Living in New Mexico, and I 
know there are some folks in this body 
that would disagree with me, but I 
come from the most beautiful State in 
the Nation. I believe that we can meet 
America’s energy needs in a way that 
preserves the beauty of the home that 
I love and the homes that all of my col-
leagues love. 

We have made tremendous progress 
in the last decade on cleaning up the 
air and cleaning the water and finding 
ways of exploring for energy that do 
less damage to the environment. There 
is no turning back, and nobody wants 
to. The good news is that from what I 
have seen, serving on the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, over the last 
half year of holding hearings and testi-
mony and doing inquiries and gath-
ering evidence, I do not think we have 
to turn back. I think we can have a 
balanced energy policy where we have 
the safe, clean, healthy environment 
we want and we also have the energy 
we need for our country. But if we are 
going to do that, we need to act and we 
need to act now. If we do not act, we 
need look no further than California to 
see the consequences for our futures: 
rolling blackouts, skyrocketing prices, 
$2 or even $3 a gallon for gasoline. 

So where do we go and what do we 
do? How can we address this energy 

need in a way that is comprehensive, 
that does not look to Band-Aids for so-
lutions? I think that legislation that 
the House should pass before the Au-
gust break will have several pieces that 
are important. We will have conserva-
tion, we will have measures to increase 
the supply of energy, we must address 
problems with the infrastructure in 
this country, and we need government 
reform. We will also pay some special 
attention to the problem of gasoline 
prices, and I would like to talk about 
these things a little bit tonight. 

Conservation has to be a pillar of our 
energy strategy, there is no doubt 
about that, and I do not think we have 
any differences in our House about 
that. Conservation allows us to use less 
energy to live the lives that we want, 
to live and do the things that we want 
to do. Refrigerators today, and I had to 
buy a new one recently, thank good-
ness my husband was home to take 
care of that, the one that we bought 
just recently uses about a third less en-
ergy than one built in 1972. Cars get 
more miles to the gallon today than 
they did back in the 1970s, and we are 
on the verge of breakthroughs in tech-
nology that might even double gas 
mileage without reducing the power 
and range on our cars. 

Contrary to what we sometimes hear, 
Republicans do want to reduce the use 
of energy and the waste of precious re-
sources. After all, we are conservative 
by our very nature. We do not like to 
waste things. I do not like to waste the 
half-eaten burrito in my refrigerator 
that my kids left from Taco Bell, let 
alone something as precious as our en-
ergy. We have home builders, like Ar-
tistic Homes in Albuquerque, that are 
making their businesses strong by 
making homes more energy efficient. 
Artistic Homes is unique because it is 
a first-time buyer home builder. They 
build homes at the low end of the scale 
and they are part of the Department of 
Energy’s Building America program, a 
program that the President strongly 
supported in his energy plan. 

I think we should look here in the 
Congress at changing the Federal 
Mortgage Home Loan programs to 
make it easier for first-time buyers to 
get an energy efficient home. If they 
get an energy efficient home, it not 
only reduces the use of energy, it re-
duces the monthly utility bills, and 
that is good for consumers as well as 
being good for the environment. 

We have new possibilities with re-
newable fuels, like ethanol that is 
made from corn, cogeneration of elec-
tricity and heat, advances in solar 
power, that all hold potential for re-
ducing our energy use and they have to 
be part of our national energy policy. 
But we cannot conserve our way out of 
this energy crunch any more than I can 
feed my family with half-eaten 
burritos. We also cannot drill our way 
out of this energy crunch. We have to 

have a balanced approach that address-
es both conservation and increasing en-
ergy supply. 

We have to diverse and increase en-
ergy supply while protecting the envi-
ronment, and that is the second prong, 
the second strategy we will pursue here 
in the House. The first is conservation; 
the second is increased supply. As my 
colleague from Michigan mentioned, 
coal generates a little over 50 percent 
of our electricity in this country. Nu-
clear is about 20 percent. But the only 
plants now on the drawing board are 
for natural gas, and we may create a 
shortage of natural gas and start hav-
ing to rely on imported natural gas. I 
think it would be a real mistake to 
rely only on one source of electricity 
generation. We need to have nuclear, 
hydro, clean coal, natural gas, distrib-
uted generation and renewable energy 
as components of our supply. 

I would like to emphasize the need 
for nuclear energy. For 20 years, nu-
clear energy has been in the too hard 
column, almost impossible to get a nu-
clear plant approved in America, and 
yet nuclear power is cleaner than other 
sources of fuel. It is also safer. And the 
safety record has improved even fur-
ther over the last 10 years. Research on 
new designs can change the economics 
of nuclear power generation. 

The energy bills that we are going to 
work on here in the House I hope will 
streamline the licensing of hydro-
power. Most people do not know it in 
this country, but it takes up to 10 
years to get a dam licensed with a tur-
bine, even if the dam is already built 
and all you are doing is putting a tur-
bine on water that is flowing down the 
spillway. That does not make any 
sense when there is a shortage of power 
in the West and we could have more 
hydropower without even building any 
more new dams. I think we will find a 
way to better balance and allow explo-
ration on public lands and balance the 
needs of conservation environmental 
protection and production of new 
sources. So we need conservation. 

We need to produce more energy and 
get it to the market, but to get it to 
the market we have got to fix our in-
frastructure. Now, California’s problem 
was not just that they did not build 
power plants, but they did not build 
power lines to get the power to the peo-
ple who needed it. 

We also have a shortage of refineries 
in this country. We have not built a re-
finery in over 20 years. Our refineries 
are working at 95, 97 percent of capac-
ity. Any safety problem or fire at a re-
finery immediately creates a shortage 
of supply. We have only one port in our 
country that can accept liquefied nat-
ural gas, so that we are very dependent 
on that port. And in an age of sophisti-
cated remote sensing, many of our 
pipelines are still inspected by people 
who walk the line and look for discol-
oration in the soil. 
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We have to modernize and expand the 

infrastructure, including safe pipelines, 
adequate transmission and refining ca-
pacity, and enough redundancy so that 
we can reduce the consequences of sin-
gle point failure. So we will pass con-
servation measures, we will pass in-
creased production, we will pass bills 
to make infrastructure stronger in this 
country, but we also need government 
reform. 

The Federal Government does not in-
tegrate well its energy policy, environ-
mental and economic and foreign pol-
icy-making so that we can avert en-
ergy problems. I am sure it is probably 
no surprise to anyone in this body that 
the Federal Government is not exactly 
one large well-oiled machine that gets 
everything done efficiently. Right now 
the Environmental Protection Agency 
or the State Department or Transpor-
tation or Agriculture or Interior can 
make policy decisions that affect our 
Nation’s energy supply without ever 
having to think about our energy sup-
ply. They can make those decisions 
based solely on their department’s view 
of what the right thing to do is; their 
constituency. They do not have to 
worry about what it does to the price 
of gas in Belen, New Mexico or how 
much it costs to heat our homes. 

Now in a crunch time, like today, 
those agencies are forced to consider 
energy as part of their policy-making; 
suspend some rules, accelerate some 
procedures. But when public attention 
subsides, goes back to business as 
usual, and bureaucrats do not have to 
think about energy, I think that we 
have to integrate Federal policy when 
it comes to energy so that we can pre-
vent this situation from ever hap-
pening again. 

We have a national security policy- 
making apparatus that seems to work. 
We have had it in place since 1948. We 
cannot have the Defense Department 
doing one thing and the State Depart-
ment doing something else and the in-
telligence agencies doing something 
completely different. They must work 
together toward a common national se-
curity end. It is long past time that we 
do the same for energy and that we 
have a policy-making process that 
takes into account America’s energy 
security. 

b 2230 

So those are the strategies that will 
define how this House and how the Re-
publican majority in this House will 
address the challenges of energy for 
this country. 

We will focus on conservation. We 
will take measures to increase supply. 
We will address our crumbling infra-
structure, and we will engage in gov-
ernment reform. We will also pay some 
special attention to gas prices. 

Mr. Speaker, I filled up over the 
weekend in Albuquerque, and it cost 
me $1.57.9 for a gallon of gas, and that 

was lower than the last time I filled up 
which was after a price spike. In May, 
the Federal Trade Commission com-
pleted an investigation into gas prices 
last summer, and found there was no 
price gouging, but there were some 
other problems. For instance, we have 
20 different formulas for what gasoline 
should be and State and local govern-
ment can set different standards at dif-
ferent times of the year. 

When Milwaukee’s formula is dif-
ferent from Chicago’s, and they change 
their formula in different weeks of the 
year with different requirements on 
whether the gas station has to drain its 
tanks first and so on, you can easily 
see where there are local shortages of 
supply of some kinds of gasoline. In 
any free market, a shortage of supply 
means an increase in price. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the helpful 
things that we can do at the Federal 
level to keep gas prices down is to es-
tablish regional formulas for gasoline. 
It does not mean that we are going to 
change the result of the standard and 
the desire for clean air, but just to say 
that instead of 20 formulas, let us go to 
some regional formulas and get our for-
mulas aligned so we do not create prob-
lems for ourselves and for consumers. 

I also mention that we have a prob-
lem with refining in this country and 
that we have not built a new refinery. 
As I understand it, refining has about a 
4 percent profit, and they have a lot of 
hassle and risk with safety and permit-
ting problems. We need to explore 
ways, changes to Federal rules or tax 
policy so we can see an increase in re-
fining capacity so we are not so tight 
on refining all of the time. 

Third, with respect to gas, a third of 
the oil that we import is for our cars. 
Making our cars more efficient with 
more miles to the gallon, alternative 
fuels and research into hybrid vehicles 
like combined electric and gasoline 
motors will reduce the demand in the 
price of gasoline and reduce our de-
pendence on foreign oil. 

We also need to look abroad. We 
know that much of the known reserves 
of oil are in the Middle East, but there 
are also some potential sources of oil 
in the states of the former Soviet 
Union. We are going to have to work 
with those states, looking at the Cas-
pian and in Central and South America 
and offshore so we can look at devel-
oping alternative sources of supplies. It 
is when the cartel holds all of the cards 
that we are at the whim of the world’s 
dictators. 

I appreciate the gentleman from 
Michigan’s inviting me here. I think 
the comprehensive energy legislation 
that we plan to pass in the House this 
summer is based on some sound 
thought. It will include conservation, 
increased production and strengthen 
our crumbling infrastructure, and it 
will include government reform. 

I think with this comprehensive en-
ergy legislation, this broad-based, long- 

term approach to the challenges we 
face in America we can have energy se-
curity. We can have a safer, cleaner, 
healthier place to live and meet the 
growing needs of our prosperous Na-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
from Michigan for sharing his time 
with me. 

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, it is a de-
light to yield the gentlewoman the 
time. I appreciate her very well-said 
comments. 

Picking up on a few items that the 
gentlewoman mentioned, she men-
tioned that price caps would not be a 
good answer. I would like to emphasize 
that. If we impose a cap on the price of 
energy, we are simply encouraging peo-
ple to buy more energy and waste it be-
cause the price is so low they can af-
ford to waste it. That furthermore dis-
courages the production of more en-
ergy because if the price is capped, a 
company cannot make money pro-
ducing more energy. So price caps are 
doubly a bad idea. They discourage pro-
duction and encourage waste and make 
the problem worse. 

I also appreciate the gentlewoman’s 
comments about efficiency, and the 
comment about the refrigerator re-
minds me of an incident. I remember 
when my wife and I first married and 
we lived in apartments, and then we 
moved into an unfurnished house and 
had to buy a refrigerator. We shopped 
around and looked at many models and 
narrowed it down to two different mod-
els, one for $250 and one which cost 
$500. Remember this was roughly 1962. 

So then I did an analysis of the en-
ergy use of the two refrigerators, and I 
said we have to buy the $500 one. That 
seems strange, why should you buy the 
$500 one when you can get an identical 
one for $250. The difference was effi-
ciency of operation. I calculated if we 
kept the refrigerator 12 years, we 
would more than pay for the extra $250 
we bought and anything beyond that 
would be an added benefit. In fact, we 
kept the refrigerator over 23 years. So 
we essentially got it free compared to 
the other one given the purchase price 
and the energy use of the other one. 

That is a calculation that not too 
many Americans are able to make be-
cause not all Americans are physicists, 
as I am, but it was easy to do and that 
illustrates the importance of labeling 
energy efficiency. And I think it would 
be important to have labels which indi-
cate what the pay-back period is for 
buying a particular model. 

Another item which the gentle-
woman mentioned is the issue of for-
eign oil. 

I remember the so-called energy cri-
sis of 1973 when we had long gasoline 
lines, cars lined up for blocks waiting 
to get gasoline. I remember those days 
very, very well. At that time we were 
horrified when the Nation realized that 
roughly 35 to 40 percent of our oil con-
sumption was imported from abroad, 
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and that these foreign companies were 
able to Shanghai us literally by saying 
we are going to cut production in order 
to raise our prices, and we ran out of 
oil. 

We thought that was terrible. We 
went into energy conservation mode. 
We did a lot of good things. We did 
greater production of energy and so 
forth. But we have short memories. It 
was not too many years when we forgot 
that, and now we are at a situation 
where we are importing a minimum of 
55 percent of our oil from other coun-
tries, and it continues to climb. 

Furthermore, it is no longer an op-
tion really to increase our production 
the way we did in 1973 because we have 
used so much of our own resources. At 
this point only 2 or 3 percent of the 
known reserves of the world are in our 
country, and the rest is all foreign oil. 
So we cannot simply rush out and in-
crease our production because we have 
used most of the cheap oil in this coun-
try. It would be a great cost to produce 
a good share of our oil from within this 
country, barring other technical devel-
opments. Therefore, we will continue 
to be at the mercy of foreign oil unless 
we develop alternative sources of en-
ergy, unless we improve the efficiency 
of using our energy. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the 
gentlewoman for her comments and 
emphasize those few points because I 
think they are really extremely impor-
tant. 

Getting back to what I said at the 
very beginning of this hour, energy is 
far more important than most people 
think it is. Part of that I believe is 
that energy is intangible to us. We can-
not see it. We cannot touch it. We can-
not feel it. We cannot taste it. The 
only tangible evidence is the price at 
the gas pump or the utility bill at the 
end of the month. That is when we get 
concerned. 

But if energy were only purple, if 
only we could see energy and we could 
see what happens in our house where 
energy would be oozing through the 
walls and the walls of the house would 
look purplish, and we could see it 
streaming out around the windows that 
are not sealed and we would have this 
copious amount of purple coming at us. 
Or we would see the small car with a 
small amount of purple, and the SUV 
would go by with a purple cloud so bad 
we could not even see the vehicle. 

If we could see the intrinsic qualities 
of energy and see when it was being 
wasted, I think we would change our 
habits considerably. Unfortunately, we 
do not have that advantage, so we have 
to try to educate ourselves about en-
ergy and try to make the best possible 
uses of energy. 

There are a lot of ways that we save 
energy, in terms of buildings, insula-
tion, reducing infiltration of outside 
air. Improved lighting has a surprising 
large effect. Light bulbs are only a 

hundred watts, that is not very much, 
but in 1974 when I decided to change 
the lighting in our house and I put flu-
orescent lights and fluorescent bulbs in 
every fixture that was used frequently, 
and I was surprised by the energy 
saved. 

When I sealed the house with insula-
tion, we saved over a third in our en-
ergy bills for our house, our natural 
gas bills. So there is a lot that can be 
done. 

In industry, improving efficiency of 
electric motors. New electric motors 
are much more efficient. Also, by using 
appropriate controls adjusted to the 
load, we can improve our efficiency and 
use of electrical energy. 

We can also, with automobiles, con-
sider making better use of the diesel 
engine. I owned two diesel vehicles in 
the 1980s, and I found them wonderful. 
The most wonderful part was driving 
800 miles between gasoline stops. They 
are very efficient and operate well. 

There are fuel cells on the horizon, 
and this relates to the whole hydrogen 
economy. If we can manage to produce 
hydrogen cheaply enough and trans-
port it, and we develop fuel cells, that 
will be an advantage. 

Hybrid automobiles are also a good 
answer. So there are many things that 
we can do to improve energy efficiency 
and use less energy. 

We also have to worry about the pol-
lution effects of energy use as well, and 
we have tried very hard in this country 
to clean up our air. We have succeeded 
to a great extent. We have far less pol-
lution from automobiles than we did in 
my youth. And a few years back when 
my daughter was a missionary in Costa 
Rico with her husband, we were amazed 
by the pollution there. It made me ap-
preciate more what we have done in 
this country. 

Even so, we still have problem with 
nitrogen oxides of various sorts getting 
into the air. And as long as we have 
sulfur in the fuel, we are going to con-
tinue to have problems with sulfur di-
oxide getting into the air, which of 
course when it combines with water 
vapor makes sulfuric acid and leads to 
what is commonly called acid rain. 

Those are pollutants we must clean 
up and will eventually clean up, either 
through other means of propulsion, 
such as fuel cells, or some other way. 

In addition to that, we have copious 
production of carbon dioxide, a green-
house gas. In addition to that, because 
we are using a lot of natural gas and 
we continue to drill wells, there is 
leakage of methane which is 100 times 
more of a greenhouse gas than carbon 
dioxide. That is leading to potential 
major changes in our global climate. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not like to talk 
about global warming because the real 
issue is global climate change. That 
means much more than just warming. 
It means dramatic changes in rainfall. 
Some areas that have much rainfall 

now might become deserts, deserts 
might become fertile areas, depending 
on changing patterns. And it also has 
an effect on violent weather. 

These are issues we have to consider. 
With our copious use of fossil fuels, 
these are going to become major ef-
fects. 

I think we have only begun to see the 
effects of improved means of producing 
energy. We are so used to our current 
model we think that is the only way. 
But I predict because of the difficulties 
in California, we are going to see a 
boom in what is called micropower, 
where small power units are purchased, 
perhaps sometimes in homes, more fre-
quently perhaps in businesses, espe-
cially in manufacturing plants. 

b 2245 

The Silicon Valley, which is famous 
for the work they have done in semi-
conductor chips, has had some disas-
trous occurrences of power outages in 
California. Just shutting the power off 
for 1 minute at a major plant like that 
costs them $1 million. If the electricity 
is off much longer than that, of course, 
the cost increases. So I suspect many 
of them will turn to smaller power 
units, which are kept right in the fac-
tory and are totally dependable. If they 
ever do fail, generally the power lines 
would still be operating and you could 
use them as a backup. 

We have to also develop many dif-
ferent alternative forms of energy. I 
could name many that are available. I 
expect that within a few years, with in-
creases of electricity prices, we will be 
putting solar shingles on houses, pho-
tovoltaic shingles that will provide 
electricity, perhaps initially crude 
electricity that would be good only for 
heating the water and providing heat 
for the home, perhaps air conditioning; 
but eventually with proper electronics, 
it can be sophisticated power and sup-
ply all the energy needs of the house. 

Everyone, of course, says, What hap-
pens when the sun goes away? Well, 
then you need energy storage devices. 
Batteries are one form of that; but if 
you want to, you can get a little more 
sophisticated. You could electrolyze 
water into hydrogen and oxygen; when 
you need energy, you combine them 
again in a fuel cell, and that would pro-
vide electricity for the house, so you 
could be totally independent of the 
power grid. These are all things that 
might be considered in the future. 

I always like to, when looking at our 
energy sources, characterize them in 
terms of personal finances, because I 
think you can look at it that way. 
When we consider our personal fi-
nances, first of all we have income 
from a job, a profession, whatever we 
have. In addition to that, many of us 
have savings accounts, where we keep 
some money for emergencies. And 
some are fortunate enough to have an 
inheritance. We have exactly the same 
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situation with energy. We have income, 
the solar energy which streams onto 
our planet. The amount that streams 
on the earth is so immense that the 
amount contained in all the fossil fuels 
of the earth is less than a couple of 
weeks of solar radiation. The problem 
is that it is so diffuse, it is hard to use. 
But nevertheless we can develop means 
of using that. That is our only income, 
of energy, solar energy. That is the 
only energy coming into our planet. 

In addition to that, we have a savings 
account. That is the fossil fuels, the 
oil, natural gas, coal. Those are stored 
fossil fuels, stored solar energy. They 
were created from solar energy that 
came into the earth for a very long 
time. It formed in plants. The plants 
then eventually decayed and formed 
the organic by-products that give us 
oil, natural gas, and coal. So we have a 
savings account. That is the fossil fuel 
that is in the earth. 

And then we have what you might 
call an inheritance. Geothermal en-
ergy, for example, the heat that is in 
the earth and has been there since its 
creation gradually radiating into 
space, but there is an immense amount 
there yet. The core of our planet is 
molten iron, obviously very warm. So 
geothermal energy, we can consider an 
inheritance. We acquired it when we 
were placed on this planet. Another in-
heritance is nuclear energy, because 
that also was present at the creation of 
the earth, continues to release heat 
constantly, in fact contributes much of 
the heat of geothermal. So nuclear en-
ergy we can also consider an inherit-
ance. 

I think the rule of thumb that we 
have in our life, as far as our finances 
are concerned, that we try to live with-
in our income, when necessary we will 
dip into our savings or our inheritance, 
is also a good rule to follow in energy 
use. I think it would be absolutely 
criminal if we were in a generation or 
two to burn up all the fossil fuels on 
this planet without thinking about 
what our children and grandchildren 
are going to do. 

Now, I do think it is permissible to 
use a good share of the fossil fuels if we 
use that energy to develop new sources 
of energy, to make better use of nu-
clear energy, of geothermal energy and 
other sources that we might develop or 
invent. That is fine, because we are 
leaving our children and our grand-
children another way of using energy. 
But we have to always keep that in 
mind and be very careful of the use of 
the resources we have. 

Two very important factors to re-
member about energy: number one, en-
ergy is a unique resource. It is our only 
nonrecyclable resource on this planet. 
Once you use it, it is gone. It is not 
like iron, copper, other materials that 
can be recycled over and over. Once 
you use energy, it is gone. Energy is 
our only nonrecyclable resource. The 

other major factor is energy is our 
most basic natural resource because 
without it you cannot use any of the 
other resources. You cannot use iron if 
you do not have energy because to use 
iron, you have to first dig the ore out 
of the ground, that takes energy; you 
have to transport it to a mill, that 
takes energy; you have to smelt it, 
that takes energy; you have to roll it, 
that takes energy; then transport it to 
a factory which takes energy; and then 
fabricate it, which takes energy. And 
then use more energy to transport the 
finished product to the consumer. 
Every step of the way requires energy. 
If you do not have sufficient energy, 
you cannot use any of the other re-
sources on the earth. 

I think we have spent a lot of time 
talking about some of the basic nature 
of energy here and some of the prob-
lems we have to face. But I think it is 
very important to keep all of these fac-
tors in mind as we attempt to solve the 
energy shortages we have. I think the 
energy resource problem we have is not 
one that we can solve with a magic 
stroke of legislation or we can solve 
through new development; but it is 
something that is going to involve mil-
lions of individual efforts by millions, 
and in fact billions, of people on this 
planet to make it come true. The gov-
ernment cannot conserve energy for ev-
eryone. We all have to do it. We have 
to use energy resources wisely. It is 
not just up to the government. It is up 
to the people of this planet to do it. 

I yield to the gentlewoman from New 
Mexico for additional comments. 

Mrs. WILSON. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. I really wanted to empha-
size something the gentleman from 
Michigan said early on in his remarks 
about price caps. There was some dis-
cussion about it here on the floor 
today. It is amazing to me that even 
after the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission made its decision on Mon-
day to go after a market-based solu-
tion, they call it a price mitigation so-
lution, it takes into account changes in 
the market day to day, that there are 
still folks who want to say, Well, prices 
are too high, so let’s have the govern-
ment set what the price is. That did 
not work in the 1970s. It has not 
worked for any kind of commodity. 
And it would really make things so 
much worse, would make the pain 
much longer and much more intense 
than it is today. 

The reasons for that are really pretty 
simple. First, if something does not 
cost as much as it really costs, then 
people are not as careful about not 
wasting it. I know that is true of me. 
When you are paying $1.57.9 for a gal-
lon of gas, you start planning the way 
you are going to do your errands on 
Saturday so you do one trip instead of 
two. You tell the kids to turn the 
lights off. You get smart about the way 
you use energy and think about things 

and whether we really need to turn the 
air conditioner on as much as we do or 
whether we turn it off when we are 
going to leave for the weekend. 

The second thing that it does is, the 
real problem in California is they just 
did not build enough power plants. 
They grew their economy, they grew 
the population considerably and fig-
ured that they would import the power 
from other places. If you put on price 
caps and you create huge uncertainty 
in the industry, nobody is going to go 
in and say, Yeah, I’m going to take my 
savings; I’m going to invest in a new 
power plant, if you do not know wheth-
er you are going to be able to recover 
your investment. So it does not solve 
the real problem, which is supply. A 
price cap does not produce one more 
kilowatt of electricity. 

Then the other thing I think it would 
cause is the reality now that California 
is dependent on importing electricity 
from much of the West, including the 
State of New Mexico. If you put on 
price caps, you will not be able to buy 
some power, because people will not 
sell it to you if they have to sell it to 
you at a loss. We could make this so 
much worse. I do not understand why 
there are still some in the Congress 
who think the right answer is for us to 
legislate the price of power. It would be 
a disaster for California, for the West. 

I am glad the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission took the steps that 
it did, and in fact I was one of the 17 
Members of this House that signed a 
letter asking them to pursue this strat-
egy, a market-based strategy of price 
mitigation. But really we need to shift 
and focus on the long-term policies 
that we need. I do believe that we need 
a balanced and long-term policy. It has 
got to include conservation, both con-
servation by individuals but also the 
government in systemic efforts that we 
need. If I go to Baillio’s, which is our 
appliance store, if I do not have a 
choice of an energy-efficient refrig-
erator, then I really cannot conserve in 
that way. There are some things that 
government must do to make sure that 
conservation works and that it is not 
just my decision to turn on or off my 
lights, but a decision and an encour-
agement to invest in efficient lighting 
systems by industries or, for example, 
the Building America program I men-
tioned. 

The interesting thing about the 
Building America program and the way 
that it has changed the building of 
homes is it is not just adding another 
layer of insulation in the attic, which 
we have done that, too. It is the chang-
ing the design of the home, starting 
from the ground up, on making it en-
ergy efficient. The savings are just in-
credible. That is really important for 
first-time buyers who are looking at 
how much can they cover on their 
mortgage, how much house can they 
get for their money. If the cost of 
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maintaining that house is maybe 10 or 
15 or $20 lower, that can go to a mort-
gage payment rather than to the elec-
tric bill. So building from the ground 
up is very important. 

Those are things that we can encour-
age and do through government. We 
have got to increase supply, no ques-
tion about that, in order to reduce our 
dependence on foreign oil. The gen-
tleman mentioned it, and I think it is 
worth repeating, 55 percent of Amer-
ica’s oil comes from outside the United 
States. The fastest growing supplier of 
oil to America, and the number six sup-
plier to America, is Iraq. 

Most folks do not know that Saddam 
Hussein probably has more impact on 
American gas prices than any of us 
would wish to admit. I noticed an arti-
cle in the paper on Monday, they are 
reconsidering sanctions on Iraq. And 
not a surprise, every time they do that 
at the United Nations, Iraq decides 
that it is going to turn off its spigot 
and tell the rest of the world that they 
have us by the short hairs. I do not 
want to be by the short hairs with Sad-
dam Hussein, which means we need to 
reduce our foreign dependence on sin-
gle sources of supply so that when one 
individual dictator says, Well, I’m 
turning off the spigot, we have other 
sources, we are not over a barrel, that 
our energy policy is not just going on 
bended knee to other governments and 
begging for oil. That is not a policy. 
That is a plea. We should not put our-
selves in that situation. 

So we have got to have conservation, 
we have got to have exploration, we 
have got to build our infrastructure 
and take care of some of the infrastruc-
ture problems that we have, and we 
need real government reform. I think 
that that is the recipe for a stable, 
long-term policy for energy independ-
ence in this country. I appreciate the 
gentleman’s efforts to bring this ses-
sion to the House. 

Mr. EHLERS. That was an excellent 
summary of what we have been trying 
to convey this evening. I thank the 
gentlewoman from New Mexico for her 
comments. 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 2216, and that the chair-
man of the Committee on Appropria-
tions also may insert tabular data and 
other extraneous material. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FLAKE). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 877 AND 
H.R. 1198 
Mr. TOWNS (during the special order 

of Mr. EHLERS). Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that my name be 
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 877 and 
H.R. 1198. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FLAKE). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
f 

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR ROBERT C. 
BYRD, WEST VIRGINIAN OF THE 
CENTURY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. RA-
HALL) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to acknowledge West Virginia 
Day, at least for the 1 hour left in 
today, and the West Virginian of the 
Century, U.S. Senator ROBERT C. BYRD, 
whose accomplishments will last for-
ever. 138 years ago, on June 20, 1863, 
West Virginia became the 35th State in 
the Union. Over those 138 years, our 
State has been blessed with many great 
statesmen and women, but last month 
at the State capitol in Charleston, Sen-
ator ROBERT C. BYRD was appropriately 
honored as West Virginian of the Cen-
tury by a proclamation from our West 
Virginia Governor, Bob Wise, and reso-
lutions from the West Virginia House 
of Delegates and the West Virginia 
Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, I include for the 
RECORD the remarks of Senator BYRD 
on that occasion. 
REMARKS BY SENATOR ROBERT C. BYRD, 

‘‘WEST VIRGINIAN OF THE 20TH CENTURY,’’ 
MAY 31, 2001 

West Virginia, how I love you! 
Every streamlet, shrub and stone, 
Even the clouds that flit above you 
Always seem to be my own. 

Your steep hillsides clad in grandeur, 
Always rugged, bold and free, 
Sing with ever swelling chorus: 
Montani, Semper, Liberi! 

Always free! The little streamlets, 
As they glide and race along, 
Join their music to the anthem 
And the zephyrs swell the song. 

Always free! The mountain torrent 
In its haste to reach the sea, 
Shouts its challenge to the hillsides 
And the echo answers ‘‘FREE!’’ 

Always free! Repeats the river 
In a deeper, fuller tone 
And the West wind in the treetops 
Adds a chorus all its own. 

Always Free! The crashing thunder, 
Madly flung from hill to hill, 
In a wild reverberation 
Makes our hearts with rapture fill. 

Always free! The Bob White whistles 
And the whippoorwill replies, 
Always free! The robin twitters 
As the sunset gilds the skies. 

Perched upon the tallest timber, 
Far above the sheltered lea, 
There the eagle screams defiance 
To a hostile world: ‘‘I’m free!’’ 

And two million happy people, 
Hearts attuned in holy glee, 
Add the hallelujah chorus: 

‘‘Mountaineers are always free!’’ 
Mr. Speaker, Mr. President, Governor 

Wise, my fellow West Virginians, ladies and 
gentlemen: 

Now in my 84th year, I look back over the 
ups and downs of a long and full and active 
life. I see a vastly changed world from what 
it was when I walked the dirt roads of Wolf 
Creek Hollow in Mercer County and studied 
in a two-room schoolhouse. The nation has 
grown from 102 million when I was born in 
1917 to the burgeoning population of 275 mil-
lion people today. At the beginning of my 
life, the nation was still in its horse-and- 
buggy days. Now we are in the age of instant 
communications, the Internet, jet-propelled 
planes, inter-planetary exploration, medical 
miracles, and the highest standard of living 
that the world has ever known. 

We live in a country whose greatness 
seems to have been foreordained by her for-
tunate geography and rich natural resources, 
her agreeable and temperate climate, and by 
the hardy and industrious race of men and 
women who hewed her forests, cultivated her 
fields, bridged her rivers, built her cities, and 
created the American Dream that has ex-
cited the envy and won the admiration of 
mankind around the globe. How blessed we 
are to have inherited this pearl of great 
price! And how thankful we should be to the 
provident hand of that Omnipotent Being, 
who has favored our undertakings from the 
pre-dawn infancy of the colonial experience 
to the present-day meridian of the American 
Republic! 

I am grateful for the Divine hand that de-
livered me, in my infancy to my home in 
West Virginia. I am grateful for wear-worn 
shoes; for the callouses of honest labor; and 
for the challenges of an unforgiving terrain. 
I am thankful for wrong turns that led to the 
right paths; for good people who inspired me 
to strive for great things; and for the rich ex-
periences that taught me the difference be-
tween knowledge and wisdom. 

I am grateful to the people of West Vir-
ginia for placing their trust in this adopted 
son of a poor coal miner, a mere ‘‘scrap boy’’ 
who used to go door to door gathering bits of 
food to fatten up the hogs raised by my fos-
ter father in a pen by the railroad tracks. 

I am grateful to the people for giving me 
the opportunity to serve our state and our 
nation; to stand in the midst of history, 
among men and women who have changed 
the course of destiny, at the pinnacle of 
power in the greatest legislative body ever to 
grace the Earth. 

And I am grateful to the people for their 
many kindnesses to Erma, my wife of 64 
years, to whom I owe so much. She has been 
God’s greatest gift to me. 

West Virginians have given so much to me. 
Without your faith in me, I do not know 
where I would be today, but one thing I do 
know: I would not be here. 

Never having forgotten my roots, I con-
tinue to be aware that my highest duty is to 
West Virginia and to the people of our state, 
who have honored me with public office for 
more than a half century. 

My own less-than-modest beginning and 
the poverty of my state during my boyhood 
years have never faded from my view, and it 
has been my constant desire to improve the 
lives of the people who sent me to Wash-
ington. In many ways, I think that I have 
succeeded, but there is still work to do. 

I am blessed to have had at my side a wife 
who, for 64 years, has been the central pillar 
of my home and my career. Erma and I grew 
from childhood to adulthood during the 
years of the Great Depression and in the coal 
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